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KOHL DISCUSSES ECONOMIC OUTLOOK, ELECTIONS 





DW161109 Hamburg BILD in German 16 Jan 86 p 2 


[Interview with Chancellor Helmut Kchl by BILD editors Wolfgang Kenntemich and Richard 
Voelkel in Bonn; date not given] 


[Text] BILD: Discussion about Paragraph 116 on strikes is getting harsher. Your 
fellow party member Wallmann was beaten up... 


Kohl: The government will not be influenced by such psychological warfare. It is 
intolerable and dangerous for our democracy how our government is being pressured with 
slanderous phone calls to politicians, with demonstrations and even with brawls. 


BILD: Is the relationship between the government and the trade unions, which had been 
painstakingly patched up, now destroyed? 


Kohl: No. All this noisy battle reminds me of the pressure against counterarmament in 
the fall of 1983. When the noise dies down, the reasonable trade union representatives 
will realize that only calm and reasonable talks can solve such problems as unemploy- 
ment. 


BILD: DGB chief Breit accuses you of trying to create a two-class society: enormous 
gains by firms and adding even more to the 2 million unemployed... 


Kohl: I have done more against unemployment than my predecessor, SPD's Helmut Schmidt. 
Last year more than 200,000 {obs were created. We have eliminated short-time jobs and, 
most of all, we have made existing jobs more secure. 


With an inflation rate of about 2 percent we have the lowest increase since the time 
of Ludwig Erhard. Pensions are safe again and most young people have jobs as appren- 
tices. This year will produce an economic growth rate of 3 percent and be one of the 
best years in FRC history. I consider it quite possible that the number of unemployed 
will drop under the 2 million mark at some time. 


BILD: Mr Chancellor, yours is an optimistic estimate. However, there is again a 
quarrel going on within the coalition. Does that make you nervous? 


Kohl: Not at all. No quarrel is going on in the coalition. Under Adenauer and 
Erhard there were more divisive disputes going on with the same partners. Just think 
of the Brandt cabinet and the last months Helmut Schmidt. 


It is frequently nothing but a skirmish that has little to do with the real problems. 
The dogs bark, but the caravan goes on. 


BILD: A quarrel is going on about Genscher's foreign policy post. Leading CSU 
politicians want to have Strauss sitting at that cabinet desk. 


Kohl: The one wi discusses personnel problems unnecessarily 1 year before [the 
elections], creates the feeling among the voters that they are actually not being asked 
any more. I do not like that because I think a lot of the voter. The coa.ition 
parties must present their achievements jointly. 
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Naturally, no one in the coalition can give a vote away, let alone the CDU/CSU. How- 
ever, it is important that the coalition parties understand that they can be successful 
only jointly -—- or they will lose together. 


BILD: How do you assess your counterpart Rau? 


Kohl: Naturally, it is difficult for the SPD. It had difficulties before finding a 
candidate. Everyone in the SPD says something different. I tell you what they really 
want: Should the SPD and the Greens get just one vote more than the coalition, Mr Rau 
or some cther SPD politician will break his word even faster than Holger Boerner in 
Hesse and get the Greens into his cabinet. 


*"Satisfied’ With SDI Talks 
LD201742 Hamburg DPA in German 1707 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] Berlin, 20 Jan (DPA) -- A delegation of experts from Bonn will travel to 
Washington on Wednesday this week to conduct negotiations on the conclusion of an SDI 
framework agreement with the United States. 


CDU/CSU floor leader Alfred Dregger stated in Berlin on Monday that the working group's 
aim was to negotiate an agreement before Easter. Dregger referred to remarks made by 
Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl to the CDU/CSU parliamentary group executive in the 
Reichstag building. The chancellor stated there that he was satisfied with the result 
of the visit to the United States by Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann on an 
improved exchange of technology. 


It is assumed in Bonn that there will be a government agreement with the United States 
on SDI in the form of an exchange of letters. Officials from several ministries are 
said to be in the delegation. 


GENSCHER COMMENTS ON GORBACHEV PROPOSALS 





LD181856 Hamburg DPA in German 1834 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Excerpt] Munich, 18 Jan (DPA) -- Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher's 
proceeding from the premise that the latest disarmament proposals by Soviet party 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev will be replied to by the Western alliance with its own 
initiatives, following serious examination. This would range from a worldwide ban on 
chemical weapons to troop reduction. However, premature comments on such important 
issues are not useful, Genscher told the Munich Press Club today. 


Concerning CSU Chairman Franz-Josef Strauss’ reproach that the 18 December Bonn 
cabinet's SDI decision had again been watered down at the instigation of the FDP 
shortly before being adopted, Genscher underlined that the cabinet decision was 
unanimous. Furthermore, there was no second SDI decision by the cabinet with stipula- 
tions for the future. Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann, during his trip 
to the United States, made it possible for negotiations to be started. He (Genscher) 
refused to join those who, through public speculation, make the outcome of further 
talks with the United States more difficult. 
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Further Comments 
DW201211 Cologne Westdeutscher Rundfunk Network in German 1210 GMT 17 Jan 86 


{Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by correspondent Burchardt in 
the "Zeitfunk" program in Bonn; date not given — recorded] 


[Excerpt] [Censcher] The Gorbachev proposals, containing a number of anew ideas that 
must be examined now, will in any case cause some action in the disarmament negot ia- 
tions. However, I do not want to limit that only to the Geneva negotiations between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, it pertains equally to the European disarmament 
conference in Stockholm. Hopefully, it will pertain also to troop reduction negotia- 
tions in Vienna, and certainly to the negotiations of the Geneva disarmament commis- 
sion dealing with the worldwide ban of chemical weapons. I believe that we would be 
well advised in the West to analyze these proposals carefully and make constructive 
counterproposals where it seems necessary. 


[Burchardt| One notes in the first phase that European interests are not very much 
taken into consideration, if one can put it that way. Is that weakening or strengthen- 
ing the security of Western and Eastern Europe? 


[Genscher] I am indeed of the opinion that it must be an important criterion of assess- 
ing the matter in how far the Soviet Union is giving all European states the same right 
to security. In other words, it does not suffice if the Soviet side says, for example, 
that the EC is not only an economic but also a political reality. [It must have an 

effect on security policy. Some questions must be still asked in this connection. We 
maintain that it is not in accordance with our demand if the Soviet side still consi- 
ders only those weapons as strategic that can reach the area of the respective super- 


power. 


(Burchardt] Mr Genscher, it was noted that the Soviet side said yesterday especially 
here in Bonn that Martin Bangemann's talks in the United States marked the beginning of 
FRG participation in the SDI program. On the other hand, however, complete renuncia- 
tion of SDI is made a prerequisite for the implementation of Gorbachev's proposals. 
What is the Federal Government's attitude? Are you not in a bind in this respect? 


{[Genscher] The Soviets constantly repeating this remark does not make it correct. 
Naturally, the Soviets know that firms and research institutes of almost every European 
country, at least of those who have the respective capacities, want to take part in the 
SDI research program. So it would apply to all European states. However, this does not 
mean the participation of the state. [ft is known that the Federal Government on 15 
December stated once more that state participation is not intended nor is any public 
financing anticipated, 


{Burchardt] Does Bangemann's U.S. visit irritate you in connection with the shifting 
of SDI problems to the economic sector? You as the foreign minister have been attacked 
in the meantime from several sides. Do you consider this as weakening your political 
position? 


{[Genscher] No, not at all. [It was my suggestion that the economics minister make the 
trip to make ict clear that these talks involve only economic problems and not strategic 


or political ones. 


{Burchardt] Mr Genscher, lately you and the FDP program have been criticized, The 
FDP suggests it has an option, so to speak, on the Foreign Ministry beyond 1987 and 
has linked your name to it. Is that not discriminating against all FDP ministers and 
would the FDP not be better advised to abstain from such practice? 
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[Genscher] The FDP has always linked posts with individuals. The voter does not only 
want to know what policy will be pursued by a party in a future legislative period, but 
who will represent this policy in the government if the election result permits partic- 
ipation in the government. We have, therefore, linked posts with individuals in the 
Bundestag elections in 1972, in 1976, in 1980, and in 1983, and we will be well advised 
to do it again in 1987. The party chairman and the secretary general have made it 
quite clear that I will be linked with foreign policy. However, I consider it super- 
fluous to mention this in an election progran. 


LIBYAN DELEGATION VISITS BONN; CONDEMNS TERRORISM 





LD201637 Hamburg DPA in German 1509 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 20 Jan (DPA) -- The Libyan Covernment has given an assurance to Bonn 
that it condemns terrorism. A government delegation from Tripoli handed a message to 
this effect today (Monday) from Libyan Foreign Minister al-Turayki to Juergen 
Moellemann, minister of state in the Bonn Foreign Ministry. 


As a spokesperson for the Foreign Ministry announced, Libya has come out in favor of 
the fight against terrorism and has offered to cooperate. The delegation aleo disputed 
the allegation that Libya had given shelter to Abu Nidal [Sabri Al-Banna], the 
terrorist leader who is said to be behind the bloody attacks in Vienna and Rome. 


The talk took place a few hours before the arrival of John Whitehead, assistant U.S. 
secretary of state, in the federal capital. Whitehead is traveling through Europe for 
the purpose of motivating the Western allies toward taking concrete measures against 
Libya which, as Washington is convinced, supports terrorism. 


According to Foreign Ministry sources, Moellemann referred to Cerman and European 
efforts to contribute to a peaceful solution of the Middle East conflict. The minister 
of state emphatically condemned all terrorist operations, which could never be the 
means of solving political problems. He underlined the determination of the Federal 
Government to combat terrorism and to cooperate on this with all states that are ready 
to do so. It was important that the Libyan Government also stated its position 
unambiguously on this question. 


RIOTING OCCURS AT RHEIN-MAIN AIRPORT RUNWAY 





LD201033 Hamburg DPA in German 0924 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] Frankfurt, 20 Jan (DPA) -- There was renewed serious rioting on the western 
runway at Frankfurt's Rhein-Main Airport on Sunday evening. At one gate, a group of 
masked people hurled Molotov cocktails at a police van. The vehicle burst into flames 
and was destroyed by fire; the officers had great difficulty in reaching safety, 

stated a police spokesperson today (Monday). The perpetrators of the incendiary attack 
escaped under the cover of darkness into adjoining woods. 


According to the police spokesperson, there were clashes Sunday afternoon on the 
western side of the runway, when powerful firecrackers were thrown at operations 
vehicles, smashing the windshields of a car. Opponents of the runway then sent up 
balloons, which, however, were blown away, and represented no danger to air safety. 
According to police estimates, a total of 200 people were involved, including some 50 
masked persons clad in black. 
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MITTERRAND DELIVERS ELECTION CAMPAICN SPEECH 





LD172035 Paris Television Service in French 1900 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Report by unidentified reporter on 17 January speech in progress delivered by 
President Francois Mitterrand in Crand-Quevilly, Seine-Maritime; recorded passages in 
quotation marks) 


[Excerpts] We now go to the speech which Mr Mitterrand began 20 minutes ago. It is an 
important speech because it is one of the two major speeches which Mr Mitterrand is to 
make during his election campaign. You know that the head of state is in Seine- 
Maritime, Laurent Fabius’ stronghold. Mr Mitterrand has been speaking now for 20 
minutes. You will hear an excerpt in which he speaks in favor of the defense of the 
social achievements. Here is Mr Mitterrand: 


"It must be said that the social reforms have been strongly criticized, constantly 
denounced, presented as if in reality they had been such a burden on France's finances 
as to become useless, if not even dargerous. Now I would like to remind you that what 
has been called the 1981 relaunch was in fact only half that of 1985; also in all 
truth, the 1981 reforms were made to serve some purpose, while those [thunderous 
applause} of 1975 — and this must be noted — became the object of polemics. They 
served only to increase our debts and deficits.” 


I am hearing Mr Mitterrand’s statements for the first time with you, and they are 
cufrently being heard by our political department. The second topic broached in this 
first 30 minutes by the head of state concerns the vote of the electors of the right. 
He has just made an appeal to them. Here is Mr Mitterrand again: 


“How many protests, how much anger, how many powerfully orchestrated campaigns have 
tried to strike us, to strike you all, to strike the French people? We ourselves were 
guilty of having imposed reforms of justice, of simple justice, and I do not think 
that we even went far enough. [applause] What objections were raised to us? Well, 

i would not want to be too hard in what I say, and I think that the French people who 
are leaning toward the right, to the conservative side, have the right to their views. 


This is also one of the great traditions of French society. Many of them are generous. 


They do not approve of all the excesses which are committed in their name. Well, 
I say it would be very sad for France if the program of the rich against the poor 
opposes everything we want to do. [applause] 


Further on Speech 
LD172220 Paris Domestic Service in French 2100 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Text] [Announcer] A huge marquee, 10,000 people -- President Mitterrand tonight is 
at Grand-Quevilly in Normandy, in the stronghold of Prime Minister Laurent Yfabius. 
The head of state issues a slogan for the benefit of the French: Produce, succeed, 
and share. lam addressing all the French, those who are in favor, and those who are 
against, as well as those who, like here, as he hinted to the people of Normandy, 

say “maybe yes, maybe no,” said the president. One of our special correspondents, 
Henri Gerst -m, is at Grand-Quevilly: 


{[Gershoun] It was at 2000 precisely that the head of state made his entrance here 
under the huge marquee erected near the Crand-Quevilly town hall. 
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Behind a small rostrum with a large French national flag in the background inscribed 
with the words Freedom, Equality, Fraternity, the president made a speech which 
lasted approximately 1 and 1/2 hours, a speech in which Francois Mitterrand above all 
defended his results, the results of a team which has been at work for 4 vears, he 
said, a team which is winning and wham the French shold allow to continue. 


[Begin Mitterrand recording] [Words indistinct] and they have sometimes worked wel! 
for France. We also, we, together with them, we, after then. [as heard] Why should 
they undo what we have undertaken, what we are in the process of (7building)? Why? 
When these teams succeeding one another, who had to straighten things out one after 
the other [words indistinct] and yet France went forward. Why after only 4 vears 
should we be prevented from fully implementing to its conclusion a policy which everv- 
one knows is the right one? [end recording) 


'Gershoun] Francois Mitterrand, who this evening spoke to an audience made up mainly of 
Socialist supporters, did not want it forgotten that it was the head of state who was 
speaking tonight. The president also wanted to make an appeal to the French to rally: 
One must find bridges so that there should be fields in which all parties should find 

a common ground. 


[Announcer] Francois Mitterrand also spoke of the role of the president of the Republic 
in the case of cohabitation: My office, my duties, and my rights are the same in all 
situations; one must not allow oneself to be impressed by constitutional law lectures, 
concluded francois Mitterrand. 


Views Possible ‘Cohabitation ' 
LD180002 Paris Domestic Service in French 2300 CMT 17 Jan 86 


{Text} [Announcer] Francois Mitterrand asks the French people to give him, on 16 March, 
the means to continue the policy pursued since 1981, the benefits of which are now 
being felt. Addressing more than 10,000 supporters for 1 and 1/2 hours this evenine, 
who were gathered in an enormous marquee at Crand-Qwevilly, near Rowen, the head of 
state vigorously de‘ended the major social reforms and the good stewardship of the 
Socialists. For the future he launched this slogan for the French people: Produce, 
succeed, and share. On cohabitation, Francois Mitterrand believes that his function, 
duties, and rights will remain the same, regardless of the results of the elections: 


[Begin Mitterand recordinc] I am being lectured every day about constitutional law, 
interspersed with a few practical electoral ploys. [applause] Do you know what I 
think? We must not let ourselves get too carried away by this; we must approach this 
healthy and democratic contest, the elections, with che feeling that we have done our 
duty and that the people are aware of this. That is why I have continually refused 

to discuss hypotheses in which attempts have been made to drown me. No! T will not 
say anything about this evening either, even if this displeases those who would like to 
describe my words on this subject by means of a short little phrase -- I love short 
little phrases! [laughter] After all, according to the results, my role could be 
different, but my function, my duties, and my rights will be the same whatever happens! 
[thunderous applause] [end recording] 


[Announcer] Francois Leotard, secretary general of the Republican Party, who held a 
meeting in Marseille, says that Francois Mitterrand this evening became the chief 
propagandist for the Socialist Party. 
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GISCARD DISCUSSES FOREIGN POLICY, ISSUES 





LD162136 Paris International Service in French 1315 GT 16 Jan 86 


[Interview with former President Valery Ciscard d’Estaing in his Paris office by Alain 
de Chalvron on “Carrefon” prograz — live] 


[Excerpts] [Question] Mr President, thank you for welcoming us to your offices in Rue 
Francois Premier. You are opening a series of broadcasts on Paris Radio which in col- 
laboration with LE MONDE -- represented here by Jacques Amalric -- will be devoted to 
holding discussions with some major figures in French political life both from the 
majority and the opposition. Our aim is to acquaint our listeners with the asin for- 


eign policy views of these figures. 


Since 1981 you have made many trips abroad. In particular you have just returned from 
an African tour to Zaire, Congo, Gabon, and Senegal. Among the statements you made 
during that trip, I recall what you said in Libreville, were on the present French 
policy on Africa. You said, at least what the dispatch tell ws, that the current policy 
does not significantly vary with that conducted during your 7-year term. Vell, what do 
you mean by that; does it mean that in fact there are two possible policies for France 
on Africa? 


[Giscard] I remind you that in the African policy which I conducted, when I say I 
conducted, naturally it was the government since France has an institutional system in 
which the president has responsibilities. However, the president is not alone, and the 
whole country is associated with that policy -- my African policy was very vigorously 
conducted by the present majority. We were criticized both for being too intervent ion- 
ist, in particular in Chad; we were criticized for practicing neocolonialiss for 
developing cooperation in all its forms to an excessive degree. This policy was thus 
criticized. The fact is that it was progressively taken up again by the present 
majority and the president of the Republic, is in this respect all the better. 


This quote on which you gave on my opinion is an agency dispatch you received which is 
incomplete because I said what has been quoted in addition to two other things. The 
first is that while the direction of our African policy has remained the same, I 
regretted that the funds devoted to this policy and the stimulus given to this policy 
has slowed down since 1981. I also indicated that there was one initiative on which I 
was in complete disagreement, which was the meeting between President Francois 
Mitterrand and Colonel al-(adhdhafi in Crete. In this respect I disagreed on this 


meeting and on its consequences. 
[Question] But are there two possible policies for France in Africa? 


[Giscard] No, there is only one policy, and this policy can be conducted with some 
conviction and with some funds allocated to it. 


Among the heads of state whom I had the honor to meet, the four heads of state whom I 
met, I was struck precisely by their desire to have the international community know 
better the difficult situation, I would say the catastrophic situation of Africa. They 
tolc me that they felt that France does not presently fulfill the role it did for a 
very long time, which was the role of warning the international community, our European 
allies, the United States, about the seriousness of the deteriorating economic situation. 
in Africa. 


I hope that as of 1986 the line will remain the same, since that was your question, 
but that the intensity of France's African policy should increase and {hat as soon as 
cur economic position permits, we will again devote more to our Afric a policy om the 
level of technical assistance and cooperation. 
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iQuestion] You are the initiator of the triangular furopean-Arab-African cooperation 
which did not develop and you are one of the firs: to introduce the notion of North- 
South cooperation. Do you think that after so many years something is still possible? 


[Giscard]) I discussed this subject with President Mobuto Sese Seko, President 

Sassou N*Guesso, President Bongo, and finally Pre.ident Abdou Diouf, the current OAU 
chairman. They asked me whether three-sided Arab-European-African cooperation at the 
present time could provide a solution. I told them I did not think so. I! beliewe that 
the change in the oil situation and the disappearance for the time being of the primary 
financial support from the Arab partners means that the raw materials at the center of 
this cooperation has been reduced if not for the time being at least, disappeared. 
Moreover, the North-South dialogue which I began in Paris 1975, was in a different 
situation. This included the very steep increase in oil prices, the most serious rise 
in the cost of most raw materials, or on certain raw materials, then a bad distribution 
of resources in the world with some countries getting poorer and some countrics getting 
richer, and the search for a better balance. That is no longer the present state of 
affairs. 


The first conclusion I drew from my trip to Africa was that what is being done at the 
moment in favor of Africa is not enough. The way in which one arrives at a sufficient 
level of efforts is to treat the problem of Africa as a separate case. If you drown it 
in the problems of the developing world as a whole, then the share of resources which 
finally reaches Africa is insufficient to help its development. So the first idea, if 
you like -- we'll see if you have any other questions -- the first idea is that one 
must treat the problems of Africa separately, there must be specific aid programs for 
Africa including, moreover, for an idea to deal with the problem of its debt. 


[Question] During the last French-African summit, several African heads of state, and 
not the least of them, were privately worried about what would become of France's African 
policy if there were cohabitation after the general election, that is, where this 
policy no longer depended mainly on the Elysee. During your trip, did the people you 
spoke to express this anxiety, and what do you think is the future of this French- 
African matter if there is cohabitation? 


[Giscard] The people I spoke to did not express any worries to me about the content of 
the future of France's African policy. We insist on this point. They know the African 
policy I practiced, that my predecessors -- the great President de Gaulle and President 
Pompidou — practiced and they know that the policy of the future — if it is ours -- 
will be seen in this perspective. So, they have no worries in this respect. However, 
they are wondering about the mechanics of it, since French-African relations during 
the past 25 years, let's say, have been very much focused om the Elysee. It is a fact, 
moreover, that we are talking here about heads of state in Africa and so it is natural 
that the main people they talk to in France should be the president of the Republic, 
that is, a head of state. So I asked them the question and they replied quite frankly. 


They told me, first, you know that as far as protocol is concerned, it's all the same 
te us and we are going to see Mre Thatcher, we are going to see Chancellor Kohl, so we 
can easily meet the French prime minister, there is no problem for us. On the other 
hand, they are aware of the fact that the general institutions in the system of French- 
African relations have been built around the Elysee, that it is therefore desireable 
that the Elysee continues to participate in this organization, and then the problem of 
resources will necessarily be dealt with by the government. Which means that during 
this period, which is not very long but which still may be a period of 2 years, |! 
think the general political thrust of relations must continue to be the responsibility 
of the president of the Republic and I think that the latter must be aware and make it 
clear to the people we speak to that all negotiations on projects, on programs dea! ing 
with resources, on future Buropean negotiations, must be conducted by the government. 
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[Question] During your press conference, devoted primarily to cohabitation, you vere 
asked several questions about who should represent France abroad. You said it should 
be the prime minister as far as the Evropean councils are concerned, and you in effect 
established a difference between that and relations with Africa. The thing is to know 
whether there is sufficient rapprochement today between the viewpoint of the present 
majority, and that of the opposition if it is called to power, to continue represent ing 
France without distinction by a prime minister and a president of the Republic. In the 
final analysis, won't it be difficult for Paris's privileged interlocutors? 


[Giscard] I think everyone will have to act to ensure that it is not too difficult for 
thes. [Words indistinct] there aust be some thought given to this topic, and it is not 
at all unmreslistic. First, as we were saying just now, the general policy line is the 
same. in addition, the problems for many administrations -- séninistrations of 
cooperation and technical assistance -- will be typically governmental. It is the 
fundamental policy direction, and on which -- with the exception of Chad, and you may 
perhaps ask me — at present there are no fundamental differences, and so I think that 
it is possible to find a common line that will not create difficulties for our inter- 
locutors. 


[Qvestion] Even if, as you have recalled, the president appoints the prime sinister, 
and the prime sinister designates his ministers... 


[Gisecard, interrupting) That's right. 

[Question] If there is a sinister of external relations... 

[Giscard, interrupting) Or of cooperation... 

(Question) Or of coop:ration... 

[Giscerd, interrupting) ...The system will be retained. 

[Question] Which is also (?with the support of) the president of the Republic? 
[Ciscard) Yes, be can have positive working relations with hin. 

[Question] Mr Prusident, if you envisage, as you said, a possible collaboration between 
@ government forme! from the present opposition and President Mitterrand on African 
affairs do you expand this cooperation to the whole of foreign policy? 

[Giscard] In the same way, there are some topics on which there is a consensus, and 
hence a possible agreement between government action and the action of the president of 
the Republic. There are some topics that are (?under) negotiation, where the negotia- 
tor should be the preson who is capable of translating decisions into deeds. That is 
naturally the government, the prime minister of the minister of foreign affairs. Then 
finally there are topics on which there is disagreement, and in that case there must 
be an explanation concerning how this disagreement is treated with regard to abroad. 


[Question] There is disagreement on Chad. 


[Giecard] In the sense that we consider and I consider that what had been said concern~- 
ing the French attitude if Libyan troops are in the north of Chad — the total passivity 
at the present time is not the attitude we would take. The second topic is the 
Strategic Defense Initiative of President Reagan. 
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Prence has adopted a totaliy negative stance on the matter, while you knw that — 
while still keeping our independent deterrent force, of course -- we have in sind 
another approach to this initiative. 


[Question] So who has the last word? 
[Giscard] You really put it in terms of conflict, as if life... 


[Question, interrupting) No, it was you yourself who said that there must be discus- 
sion, and so thers aust be «a conclusion to this discussion. Who should resch it? 


[Giscard] I think that en effort aust be made. [Words indistinct] as we have lived it 
in Europe for some years — for 23 years we have been reaching mutual stances. Vell, 
efforts must be made to reach joint positions, for if there are no joint approaches, 
there are conflicts; if there are conflicts, others will know it. What will the 
authority of one or the other be if one reads in the papers and listens on Paris Radio 
that the government has one opinion and the president of the Republic another? So in 
this area it is mot a very long time, 2 years — an effort must be imposed on oncsclf 
to reach « joint etaence. 


[Question] Do you think that we will have to count on the Libyan presence in Chad 
forever? Do you think that it is possible to get the Libyan Arzy out of Chad once and 
for all? Are you thinking of doing it? In what way? And what about relations with 
Libya? 


[Giscard) During ay 7-year term of office we made the Libyans leave Chad, and there 
were the Lagos agreements, which were ratified by the whole of Africa. Following tlese 
agreements a new government was installed and the Libyans left Chad. The Libyans left 
and we left as well. What happened afterward, and this is never told to the French 
people or to the Africans, is that internal disputes in the Chad Government, the new 
Chad Government led the latter to appeal to the Libyans. And it was President Govkount 
of the Transitional Government of National Unity [GUNT] who was, incidentally, received 
at the Elysee not during my period in office, but in September 1981, who appealed to 
the Libyans and who got them to come to Chad. So as for French reaction and as French 
responsibilities, we made the Libyans leave Chad. The GUNT recalled the Libyans to 
Chad, then followed all the events which you know, “Operation Manta,” and so on. Firct, 
there was, in ay opinion, 4 precise error, a qite precise error ! raised when it 
happened. When Paya was again in the legitimate Chadian authorities’ hands, Paya 
should have been protected immediately. We have learned from experience that the 
Libyane will mot attack positions held by Chadian forces supported by French forces. 
Paya was the tail of the Tibeeti; as you know, Paya was in the hands of the government 
in the south at the end of July; there should have iamediateiy been French units to 
back up the regular Chadian Army. That was 4 mistake. Then what happened was that 
the French Government and the president of the Republic took sides. It was not us, we 
were in the opposition. The position was to say that we agree to withdraw French 
forces if the Libyans go away; on the other hand if the Libyans come back, we will 
come beck. So what happened? The Libyans did not withdraw their forces, we withdrew 
ours, and we did not go back. That is the situation. 


So what remains to be done? First, the OAU is dealing with the problem, since as you 
know, the Addis Ababa summit gave a mandate to President Sassou-N 'Guesso under the 
authority of President Diouf to take initiatives to reunite the political forces in 
Chad. There were meetings in Librev‘ile; there was a meeting in Brazzaville; and 
these two meetings resulted in many disparate political factions in Chad, particowlarly 
in the south gradually joining up with the Ndjamena government. At the soment, the 
political objective of these statesmen, which I endorse, is to see that the remaining 
political groupings that have not come together, should come together, and showld 


reach agreement with the legitimate government of Chad. 
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From thar. time onward a new situation will be created, in which the presen e of Libyan 
military forces will no longer have any justification, since the single legal govern- 
ment of Chad will ask them to leave. Then, France will have to join in with all those 
calling for the departure of these forces. Moreover, in the interim we must demonstrate 
with more vigilance and activity our intention to ensure the security of Chad. 


[Question] If the Libyans refuse to leave when asked by this government? 
{Giscard] Well, there are many courses of action that can be envisaged in ti is case. 
[Question] Including military? 


[Giscard] No, it is not a matter of undertaking adventurism at the present moment. 
There are many courses of action that can be envisaged and the pressure of all the 
African states plus the European Community in the present state of the world can have, 
believe me, a strong persuasive effect. 


[Question] To continue with this Libyan problem, which concerns France, what is 
your assessment of the role of Colonel al-Qadhdhafi and Libya in general in terrorist 
incidents? 


{Giscard] There is no information available to me, I think on such topics you should 
talk when you have precise information. I have none. It is known that in recent years, 
many organizations found refuge, found funds in Libya -- this has been proven -- and 
many terrorist organizations, some operating in the Middle East, the others moreover 
operating in one European state or another. Thus it is beyond doubt that Col 
al-Qadhdhafi has provided support to terrorist organizations. 


[Question] Recently you supported the present government concerning South Africa. What 
is your opinion of French policy toward South Africa, I would even say of Western pol- 
icy, for it is important to know what the West should do about this ally? And what 
solution do you propose within this country, from which the whites clearly cannot be 
excluded? 


[Giscard] The problem of South Africa is a very major one. Moreover, I can tell you 
that it is considered by the Africans as a very major problem, and they do not talk 
about it lightly. They talk about it with a very acute sense of responsibility. 
African leaders favor a multi-racial society in South Africa, in other words they hope 
it will be possible to achieve a society in which apartheid will be done away with. 

And the most important part of doing away with apartheid is in the field of political 
rights, which, naturally, poses a fundamental problem. At the same time they want this 
society to be multiracial, in other words, that it will keep a large presence and a 
large participation in public and economic life of people of European origin and of 
Asian origin. This is the aim. 


Now, there were a few signs last year that progress toward this aim was being made. 

And at the moment, they are, on the coutrary, going backward. Why? Because the 
antagonism and the repression are such that they have entered the cycle of violence 
which we have experienced ourselves in particular situations, and we know very well 

that it is a cycle which does not make progress toward a solution, but means regression. 


Now, in my opinion, the attitude of France and the West must be to maintain their 
pressure by modified means so that the South African Government feels the need, which 
is historical, irreversible, to progress toward doing away with apartheid, and that, 
at the same time the way in which we act in this problem avoids two risks — the 
precipitation of a bloody confrontation and the precipitation of the economic demise 


of South Africa. 
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[Question] Now on to immigration. Let us stick with moral problems -- you can tell us 
if this is one -- that of immigration and the turn that the election campaign is taking 
on this theme, with numerous polemics. I would like to know if you favor a nationality 
code. I would also like to know if you believe in canceling familw allowances for some 
kinds of immigrants? 


[Giscard] I am in favor of this (?form) of code, because our code has mistakes in it. 
It was drawn up in completely different circumstances. For example, you can acquire 
French nationality without speaking our language and without having ever come to 
France. This is not right. The acquisition of nationality, whatever it is, must 
correspond to criteria, and in particular the desire to acquire the whole field of 
citizenship -- in other words culture, language, participation in the life of the 
country. So there are automatic processes which must be abolished. 


[Questicn] Do you regret that the debate on this question should be held in such 
terms, and perhaps the image this creates abroad? 


[Giscard] It is taking place everywhere. At the moment in various African states 

the Africanization of businesses and executives is taking place. We consider this to 
be a perfectly normal attitude, and which should be undertaken, naturally, with care, 
but we know that this is taking place in various states. We must avoid this debate 
éegenerating, and this is why it is not a good thing to leave it entirely in the hands 
of the extremists. When a subject is not discussed, who talks about it? The 
extremists. Therefore, responsible people in France mist talk about this problem 
seriously and it must be done but by avoiding two dangers -- racism, for it is not a 
racist problem, it is a question of relations between foreigners and nationals, as in 
all countries; and it must also be done by not forgetting the effort we have demanded 
or expected from many of those who come to work in our country. And we must be 
conscious that the way in which we deal with these problems must not ignore the efforts 
they have made. 


[Question] Now we will talk about the Middle East. When I mentioned your trips just 
now, there was one trip which caused quite a fuss some time ago -- about 2 years ago 
I think -- that was the trip to Israel, a country which you did not visit during your 
term of office as president. Now, does it mean, this trip to Israe)] and the welcome 
given you there, that you had some regrets with regard to your Middle East policy? 


{[Giscard] I went to Israel twice, not once. In fact it was much easier to go there 
as a citizen than as a head of state. As head of state you are caught up in the whole 
protocol of international relations. And what I said on several occasions is that | 
would have liked to go to Israel at a time when the first trip by a president of the 
Republic, as this would have been the case, would have made a positive stance for 
peace. And once or twice I had hoped that this would happen, and in the end it did 
not take place during my seven-year term of office. Also, another thing | understand 
by going to Israel was the legitimate sensitivities of the Israeli people. 


I knew the French Jewish community very well, a milieu | have always frequented, and 
particularly under the occupation. So I knew about the sensitivities of our Jewish 
community. But I had probably not really gauged the real sensitivities of the 
situation for the state of Israel, and in particular this very deep sense of security 
which is present in daily life and which means that problems, which could be treated 
in a different way in other parts of the world, deserves a special attention and 
solution where the state of Israel is concerned. 
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[Question] I would like to ask you a question which concerns the region, that is the 
problem of hostages. Do you think that a state mst do all it can to obtain their 
freedom, to the extert of changing policy, or should a state abandon a policy 
altogether? Or do you think that, in the end, the fate of hostages depends on those 


who kidnapped then? 


[Giscard] This is a very difficult question. I think, certainly, that the state 
should do all it can, that is, all it can do, under normal circumstances. Should it 
change its policy? My reply is no, because a change of policy can have many visible 
and invisible consequences — other victims, other injustices. So, unfortunately, I 
think that a policy should be determined for reasons of substance, taking into account 
the main risks, the main facts, and the thit blackmail using hostages cannot be accepted 
in order to change policy. Other material sacrifices can be made, risks can be taken 
in operations, but policy cannot be changed. 


I hope most deeply that those of our compatriots who are currently being held will be 
released. it was hoped this would happen a few days ago, and I imagine the hopes of 
their families, particularly those of the wife of the journalist Kauffmann. Unfortun- 
ately, this hope was dashed again. 


[Question] France's policy has always been extremely pro-Arab since General de Gaulle, 
his successor Georges Pompidou, and even you, despite your attempt in 1974 -- you 
thought for a while about a rebalance — nothing changed before the arrival of Francois 
Mitterrand in the Elysee, who changed the balance by making a spectacular trip to 
Israel. Do you think that France, that France's place is alongside the Arabs or along- 
side Israel or does French policy have to be readjusted? 


[Giscard] I believe, if you like, France's policy has to be a fair policy and that, 
occasionally, influenced by some circumstances, it deviates a bit from the correct path. 
I think that we underestimated or ignored certain aspects of Israel's security in the 
period you're talking about. I don't think it was our policy toward the Arab countries 
that was wrong, because it was a policy which understood their problems of development, 
a new economic responsibility, which tried to establish a dialogue, in particular a 
North-South dialogue. All that was fair. However, I think that in carrying out this 
policy some aspects of Israel's sensitivity, or perhaps even its security, were not 
sufficiently taken into account. So, that does not involve doing a zig-zag and saying 
sometimes we are pro-Arab, sometimes we are pro-Israel, it isn't that. It means 
adapting policy, really, to the just demands of the moment. For now I can say that in 
connection with the peace efforts being made, and in particular the attitude of the 
Israeli prime minister, I think that France has shown him honest support and under- 


standing. 


[Question] Mr President, it was during your term of office that a policy of dialogue 
with the PLO was inaugurated. We remember that meeting between Foreign Affairs 
Minister Jean Sauvagnargues and Yasir ‘Arafat. Are you still in favor of this policy 
of dialogue with the PLO? 


[Giscard) It was not a policy of dialogue, it was a policy of information. I never 
received Yasir ‘Arafat and it was on one single occasion that a minister, who was going 
to Lebanon in fact, was persuaded to meet him. Since then, things have progressed and 
now these contacts have held on a regular nature. 


[Question] Which you deplore? 


[Giscard] I don't make any judgment, let me just say this information is normal, it 
must not be monopolized. France must keep abreast of the state of mind and pre- 

occupations of the Palestinians, whether it is a question of Palestinians on the spot 
— I'm thinking in particular of the elected representatives who exist and whom I met 
during my trip to Israel -- or whether it is a question of Palestinians in the world. 
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Furthermore, France must be very determined, very clear in its condemnation, and 
possibly its action, regarding terrorist acts. And I regret sincerely that at the 
present time, regarding President Reagan's proposals, there is such weakness on the part 
of the Europeans. I'm not saying the proposal should be totally accepted. I think there 
are things that we ourselves had to do, and other things that we couldn't not do. [as 
heard] This inability to act and make a decision strikes me as being negative. Finally, 
France's attitude is not to give preference to one side in the discussion. I think it 
is to appear as one of the countries which is most involved in the search for peace. 
There are other parties. You have the king of Morocco, the king of Jordan, you have 
President Mubarak. So, you have cther parties. Therefore, I think France must not give 
privileges to any one side in this movement toward peace. 


[Question] Do you see any other talking partners among the Palestinians? 


{[Giscard] First, I do not know them in person, I have not met them. Consequently, I am 
not in a position to talk about this. 1 think that there are some people on the 

ground -- I have recently noticed that the role of various people is presently important 
on the West Bank of Jordan and there might be people in the Palestinian community whose 
opinion it is useful to obtain. 


[Question] Mr President, a few months ago, 2 months exactly, Mikhail Gorbachev and 
Ronald Reagan somehow relaunched international detente and since then contacts have 
been stepped up between East and West. Do you think that some contacts are useful or 
not? I am thinking, in particular, about the meeting between President Mitterrand and 
General Jaruzelski. 


[Giscard] There are two different questions. My reaction, just like everyone's 
reaction, was positive. Nevertheless, I have said that concrete results were very 
limited, in fact, there were none. Ome mention was made of Afghanistan, a certain 
reference. 


On the other hand, there is the very fact that the meeting took place without being 
hindered by the preconditions set up in disarmament negotiations, that is, the deploy- 
ment of Pershings in Europe, on one hand, and Reagan's SDI. It was thought that the 
Soviets would only agree to presenting the meeting as having been a success if they 
were to obtain results on those two counts. They did not cbhtain them. So far, that is 
all. As you know there are current discussions on whether the next summit will take 
place in the spring as planned or in September. I think that one should hope that the 
initial date will be maintained so as to maintain pressure on negotiations as such, 
particularly on arms negotiations. 





Regarding the meeting between President Mitterrand and Jaruzelski, I am against it, for 
very precise reasons: Polish public opinion is, currently, extremely sensitive. You 
have noticed that there have recently been arrests, very important and massive changes 
in appointments, particularly in the educational system; that, only recently members of the 
Solidarity trade union have been arrested. As a result, public opinion there is very 
sensitive and looks to the attitude of other people. If there is a meeting with a 
precise result, and if the aim sought and the aim of the meeting itself are clearly 
expressed in advance, I have no objections. However, if this is a meeting where it 
appears one is acknowledging someone, consequently accepting what he does, obtaining 
nothing from him, then this is a negative meeting for the reputation of France and 

the sensitivity of the Polish people. 


[Question] Do you think, Mr President, that a new wind is blowing from the Fast? 


[Giscard] I think that the change which is underway in the Soviet Union is the most 
important since Stalin's death, in all objectivity, because this is the first time in 
the Soviet Union that a whole team and generation has changed. A series of new men, 
who are barely known, are coming to the forefront: the foreign minister, the new 
Moscow mayor, party officials. This is a new generation which is coming and whose 


attitude will be different. 
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The older generation, whom I met when in power while I was president, was basically 
linked by the memor.es of the war, which were the fear and hatred of Germany, the 
memory of the ordeals of the Soviet Union, and a heavy communist orthodoxy. All in all, 
tose in power did not want to change anything. So, all this is different, the current 
generation does not have any memories of war and if they do they are very few. The 
communist orthodoxy is not what links it together. Rather they are managers, people 
who have had management careers in industry and agriculture. They obviously want to 
open up to the world and have the ability to do so, because there is no doubt that 
what Gorbachev did when he met people outside the USSR was quite positive for hin. 

What we do not know is how are they going to react at a time of crisis. Are they going 
to be in control? Are they going to embark on adventures? [as heard) Will they main- 
tain communications with the West? We do not have the slightest idea about that. To 
me, what they are going to do in Afghanistan is a test. If, at the end of it all, they 
do not do anything, that will mean that Soviet policy has not changed much. 


[Question] I am going to ask you the same question as before, Put in a cruder fashion. 
Do you think that for the West, Gorbachev represents a more understanding party or on 
the contrary a move formidable adversary then his predecessors? 


[Giscard] 1 believe there has been no change, basing this from my reading of the 
papers, which I follow as closely aspossible. There is no change in the political 
regime. There is a discussion on the economic system, a discussion which is not going 
as far as in China. In China there is a real discussion and real change in the economic 
system, in particular in agriculture. In the Soviet Union this is not the case. How- 
ever, there is some discussion on it. So to your question on the danger, I shall say 
that if he behaves as an adversary, he will be a more formidable adversary, more active, 
communicating better, making better use of the diversity of situations and attitudes. 

If he chooses finally a line in which there is a certain negotiation, it could be that 
he will show a little more openness than his predecessors. 


[Question] Mr President, we don't have a lot of time left, and you just now criticized 
one point of the present policy of the French Government, that is its position on the 
strategic defense initiative of President Reagan. I would like youto saywhy you find 
this position worthy of criticism, and what is your position? 


[Giscard] In general on the important questions of defense, in my view the present 
government has not made the choices which it should have made. I remind you that at 
the end of my term in office there were several questions which remained unanswered. 
The first question was would we manufacture the enhanced radiation bomb -- the neutron 
bomb -- when we were in a position to do so. I had made the arrangements to ensure 
that scientifically and technically we were in a position to do so, and it had to be 
decided whether to manufacture or not, Nothing was decided, either for or against. We 
foresaw that since other people were deploying Pershings and since our own missiles are 
old and obsolete, we, too, should have a type of French Pershing. The studies were 
completed, or were to have been completed at the end of 1983. It was to be decided 
whether to build them. Nothing was decided, which meant that we continued, I would 

say like a boat which sails on by,with the previous defense policy. One has the 
impression that the government does not have a real defense policy. At the beginning 
there was the break with the previous policy, then there was the adoption of the pre- 
vious policy, but without the capability of building it from within, And it must be 
recognised that the strategic defense initiative is a big thing. Naturally, if it is a 
complete technical failure [words indistinct] tens of billions spent, then so be it, 
but if it gets somewhere, it means that in the international card game there will 
henceforth be one or several defensive cards which will somewhat change the psychology 
of populations, the psychology of negotiators, and certainly the contents of the 
negotiations. Negotiations will no longer be solely on launchers; there will be nego- 
tiations on launchers and on defense. 
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So France's position has been announced — we are against it. For me it is always a 
drawback to ray we are against something without its having any practical effect. The 
sole practical effect is that the U.S. leaders told me (?the only mistake we made) was 
to talk about it, for it wou'd not do the French any good, since we are doing it without 
them anyway. I think that it is a scientific and technologt: al mistake, because it is 
a huge program, and it is in our interest tc follow this program, because there will be 
major technological and scientific spin-offs. In any case, the least was to ass ire 
ourselves that for our interests and independence, France could pick up certain of the 
technological developments of this project. And last, I think it lacks imagination, 
because if it is true that defense means development, France cannot avoid this. It is 
like the people who said at the start of the nuclear era, we're apart from all this, we 
won't make any. Finally successive governments of the Fourth Republic — it began in 
the fourth, continued in the fifth — have made French nuclear weapons. If there are 
technological defense systems in the world, French governments will end by making them; 
the population will insist on this. If one knows that it is possible to protect such 
a large zone as the Paris region against missiles, sooner or later political circles 
will take up and deploy a system of this sort. It is for that reason that, as you were 
saying just now, I am not at all in favor of saying we will not rally to the Reagan 
plan. Since the topic exists, let us make a European initiative, and the European 
initiative is to say that we are going to study the possibility of protecting our space 
with our neighbors, since our space is obviously too small, and in these studies we 
shall see what sort of cooperation we are interested in having wath the U.S. strategic 
defense initiative. That is my tornula. 


[Question] Is the government's position natural? As soon as someone proposes a new 
strategy which makes our own obsolete and which after all involves considerable expense 
if we have to come into line, is it not normal to say no? 


[Giscard] Yes, but to say no is useless and changes nothing. We have not said no, but 
have in fact said nothing. This does not make our deterrent obsolete. I think it is 
totally deceptive to think that the systems of the strategic defense initiative can be 
operational in less than a long decade, I would say probably closer to 15 ywars rather 
than 10. Over this period in any case, our system will remain valid, and ou: system 
will age, which means that during the period decisions must be made. For we must not 
content ourselves with reaching 1995 and 2000 without having made any decision on our 
system. This means that we cannot content ourselves with a passive attitude. 


NEW AMBASSADORS TO LISBON, HANOI NAMED 





PM141115 Paris LE MONDE in French 11 Jan 86 p 5 


{Unattributed report: "Mr Egal in Lisbon and Mr Amigues in Hanoi") 


[Excerpt] On Thursday, 9 January, the External Relations Ministry announced the 
appointment of two ambassadors. They are Georges Egal, hitherto ambassador to Bern, 
who has been appointed to Lisbon, replacing Jacques Chazelle who died recently, and 
Louis Amigues, deputy director for nuclear and space questions at the Quai d'Orsay, 
who replaces Yvan Bastouil in Hanoi. 
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CRAXI, GONZALEZ SUMMIT TO CONCLUDE EARLY 





LD210015 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 2130 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] During the Taormina summit meeting between Prime Minister Craxi and Spanish 
Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez, attention focused on international issues and on the 
relations between Italy and Spain. The Iberiaa country joined the EEC on 1 January and 
the meeting, which was also attended by the foreign affairs minister and other govern- 
ment ministers, was used to take stock of the joint policy te be pursued within the 
European Community in order to strengthen the Mediterranean 2:74. 


The prime ministers vere also concerned with the Middle East especially in view of the 
forthcomirsg discussion to be held in Brussels next week on the Libyan issue. The talks 
will be resumed tomorrow, Sut will be shorter than anticipated. The Spanish ministers 
will in fact return earlier because of the sudden death of the mayor of Madrid, Tierno 
Galvan, persona) friend of Gonzalez. 


WHITEHEAD MEETS WITH CRAXI ON LIBYAN ISSUE 





LD171648 Rome International Service in Italian 1555 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Text] This morning's meeting between Premier Craxi and President Reagan's envoy John 
Whi.ehead was labeled very constructive and useful. Whitehead is currently on a mission 
aimed at outlining the White House's attitude toward Al-Qadhdhafi's Libya in various 
European countries. The problem of international terrorism and the best ways to face 

it were the main points of the meeting which was also attended by Foreign Minister 
Andreotti. 


At the end of the meeting, Whitehead said that Italy is considering further measures to 
isolate Al-Qadhdhafi in the wake of the recent decision to suspend arms sale to Libya. 
The White House envoy aleo said he gave European governments fresh evidence of he 
Libyan involvement in the Rome and Vienna attacks. Craxi and Andreotti, according to a 
note from the Chigi Palace have agreed on the pressing need to step up international 
collaboration to better fight terrorism. 


Differences Remain in Stances 
LD181815 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 0700 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Text] There are still differences between the Italian and U.S. stands on the 
Al-Qadhdhafi case. In the Chigi Palace yesterday U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John 
Whitehead explained the reasons for and the substance of the U.S. political and 
diplomatic action vis-a-vis Libya and handed to Craxi and Andreotti a file containing 
fresh and incontrovertible proofs of Libyan involvement in the Rome and Vienna 


terrorist actions. 





The Italian response to Reagan's envoy is twofold: Firm resolve to combat terrorism 
and whoever supports it, and the same degree of will to set in motion negotiations for 
an equitable, lasting and balanced peace between the Arabs and Israel. It has been 
learned that the foreign minister has reintroduced visas for Algeria, Tunisia and 
Morocco, although this has been done only on a provisional basis. 
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SPANDOLINI CRITICAL OF SICILY OVER LIBYAN MESSACE 





Report on Message 


AU171531 Rome ANSA in English 1526 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Text] (ANSA) Palerme, Sicily, January 17 -- A message underscoring the “ties of 
friendship and cooperation" between Italy and Libya was read in the Sicilian Regional 
Assembly this morning by Regional President Rind Nicolosi, a Christian Democrat. The 
message was sent by the Libyan Governmert through diplomatic channels. It referred to 
the “good-neighbuurly” relations it (?has with) "Sicily (?and) the whole of Italy". 


“Libya has never been a source of hostility for any part of Italy and never can be in 
any moment", the message added. 


“We hope that the Italian Government can :lso take position in our regard without 
nourishing threats originating from terrorism against Libyan security. 


“We are strengthening our relations with the peoples and we are working so that our 
Mediterranean should become a sea of peace and love. 


“I pray that the friendly Italian people be informed of our esteem and consideration 
for its positions designed to strengthen the ties of friendship and cooperation between 


our peoples". 
Spadolini's Remarks 
LD200500 Rome International Service in Italian 1800 GMT 19 Jan 86 


[Text] Defense Minister Spadolini, who is visiting Sicily, has severely criticized the 
conduct of the leaders of the Sicilian region who had replied to a message sent by 
Al-Qadhdhafi to the president of the Sicilian Regional Assembly, which denied Tripoli's 
hostile attitude toward Italy. 


The minister observed that it was the duty of the president of the Regional Assembly 
to pass on the text of the message to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs instead of re- 
plying directly to Al-Qadhdhafi. Spadolini went on to say that terrorist threat was 
too serious and that no one could expect cooperation with Libya to combat the phenome- 


FOREIGN MINISTRY VIEWS GORBACHEV BID ‘FAVORABLY' 





LD172251 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 2130 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Excerpt] The Foreign Ministry has commented favorably on the disarmament proposals of 
CPSU Secretary General Gorbachev. A note reads that they seem to contain interestingly 
new elements compared to the ideas and the starting point previously expressed by 
Moscow, particularly in the delicate field of verifications and the reduction of med ium- 


range missiles. 


The Foreign Ministry recalls that the Italian Government has always spoken out, an‘ 
still does, in favor of general and total disarmament in ¢ context of equilibrium and 
stability which guarantees peace and encourages trust. 
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GONZALEZ, PERES MEET TO SEAL DIPLOMATIC TIES 
AU191830 Paris AFP in English 1824 GMT 19 Jan 86 


[Text] The Hague, Jan 19 (AFP) -- Prime Ministers Shim'on Peres of Israel and Felipe 
Gonzalez of Spain met here today to sign declarations establishing diplomatic relations 
between their two countries. Both men, who arrived separately, were met at Valkenberg 
Military Airport by Dutch Prime Minister Rudd Lubbers and Foreign Minister Hans Van den 
Broek. It was the first meeting between Spanish and Israeli Government leaders. 


Mr Gonzatez told a press conference that the Spanish Embassy in Iscael would ve based 
in Tel Aviv and that ambassadors could be exchanged within the next two months. The 
agreement was announced last Friday. 


Mr Peres, who dodged questionson possible talks with King Husayn, praised what he said 
was the Jordanian leader's “seriousness” in seeking a solution in the Middle East. The 
Israeli premier, who is on a three-day official visit here, was later today to meet U.S. 
Assistant Secretary of State Richard Murphy, who arrived here today from London, where 
he last night met King Husayn. The Israeli Embassy here confirmed the meeting with Mr 
Murphy but would not comment on a report in THE NEW YORK TIMES that the object of Mr 
Peres’ current European tour, which will also take him to London and Bonn, was to work 
out details of an agreement between Jordan and Israel. 


"Text" of Communique Issued 
PA171244 Madrid EFE in Spanish 1211 GMT 17 Jan 86 
[Text] The Hague, 17 Jan (EFE) — Here is the complete text of the joint communique 


issued by the Governments of Spain and Israel on the establishment of diplomatic rela- 
tions between the two countries: 





"Delegations of the Governments of Spain and Israel met today in The Hague in accordance 
with the principle of the universality of relations among states and, taking into con- 
sideration the old and profound ties that unite the Spanish and Jewish peoples, the two 
governments have decided to establish diplomatic relations effective today. Therefore, 
they will proceed to open e~hassies in Tel Aviv and Madrid and to appoint their respec- 
tive ambassadors. 





"This will in no way affect the stetus of the Spanish Consulate General in Jerusalen. 


“In view of the establishment of diplomatic relations, the Spanish Government his pre- 
sented to the Israeli Government a declaration on its stand in regard to the Middle 
East and the search for peace in the region. 


"At the same time, the Israeli Government has reiterated its positions, just as they 
have been stated in the basic lines of action of the government of national unity, and 


explained by Prime Minister Shim'on Peres in his speech to the UN General Assembly on 
14 October 1985. 


"The Hague, 17 January 1986" 


Signed by: 
Maximo Cajal, secretary general of Foreign Policy, Spanish Foreign Ministry; 


Yesha'yahu ‘Anug, assistant general director of the Foreign Ministry of Israel. 
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Gonzalez Discusses Meeting 
LD192110 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GiT 19 Jan 86 


[Report by Felipe Saagun on press conference held by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez and 
Israeli Prime Minister Shim'on Peres on 19 January in The Hague; recorded passages in 
quotation sarks) 


[Text, Today the Spanish prime minister went to The Hague to meet Israeli Prime Minister 
Shim’on Peres, a meeting which hailed the establishment of diplomatic relations between 
the two countries. After a private meeting between the two prime ministers, there vas 

2 luncheon with the two delegations. In the afternoon, they held a press conference 
with numerous journuiists who went to The Hague for the meeting. Felipe Saagun our 


special correspondent, reports on this: 


Felipe Gonzalez described the ectablishment of diplomatic relations with Israel as 
necessary for reasons of the universality of Spain's foreign policy, for the historical, 
cultural, and secular links between the two countries and for consistency with the Vest, 
a group in whichweareamember. At a press conference following a 2-hour meeting betveen 
Shim’'on Peres in The Hague the Spanish prime minister announced the term to exchange 
ambassadors: 


"The decision and the convention we have made is to exchange ambassadors in Madrid and 
Tel Aviv in the next 2 months. I hope that this decision will be made immediately. 


He said that he did not know the name of the first Spanish ambassador to Israel and 
expressed the wish that he would be an experienced diplomat. Then he definitively ruled 
out any link between the ki apping of a special operations group member and two 
officials from the Spanish Embassy in Beirut and the establishment of diplomatic 
relations with Israel: 


"I absolutely do not believe it. Any observer who is vaguely informed on the claim 
made — it seems it is the legitimate claim — is able to understand that it has nothing 
to do with it. Second, the Spanish Covermment has been concerned about international 
terrorism for a long time. It has requested cooperation in the struggle against 
terrorism but it would be impossible to establish any forecast with the guarantee to 
guess correctly. There were the recent attacks in Rome and Vienna which could hardly be 
explained by such an event as the one we are discussing.” 


For those who are expecting material, concrete, and immediate advantages for Spain by 
the establishment of diplomatic relations with Israel, the opinion of the prime minister 
could not be more explicit: 


"From the bilateral point of view it is clear that the two sides are to obtain exactly 
the same advantages. From the multilateral point of view it is a question to be 
answered in exactly the same way for the rest of the countries, Western Europe, for 
example. Among other things — and, of course, this is of national interest — it is 
a wniversal relation, a relation with a country like Israel which like Spain has its 
role in the Mediterranean, and it is an establishment of relations which comes 
from the idea of international law, and which gives its results for the development of 
international law itself. It has nothing to do with quantification but it is a 
qualification of the problem. We do not expect to save an immediate or direct result, 
but what we do believe a nation should decently do in the field of its foreign relations 
is to universalize them, among other things.” 
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Fernandez-Ordonez Comments 
LD171454 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 0915 G¥T 17 Jan 86 


[Press conference held by Foreign Minister Fernandez-Ordonez in Monocloa Palace 
following the joint Israeli-Spanish communique and Spanish Covernment statement on 
diplomatic ties with Israel; questions by unidentified journalists -- live] 


[Excerpts] [Question] Are there any questions for the foreign minister? 
[Question] Why was The Hague chosen as the location for the signing of these relations? 


[Pernandez-Ordonez}] The Hague was chosen because at present it is the seat of the EEC 
presidency, as you all know. On Sunday, the Spanish prime sinister will meet Prime 
Minister Peres in The Hague, and with this Spain is joining the political cooperation 
stance of all the EX countries. At this moment, when the document is being signed by 
Spain's director general of foreign policy, a meeting of the European Polit ical Coopera- 
tion Committee is being held in The Hague. We ‘hought that this was the most suitable 
context given the nature of Spain's current presence in the world. 


[Question] Where will the embassy be, in Tel Aviv or Jerusalen? 
[Fernandez-Ordonez] In Tel Aviv. 


[Question] Has the ambassador been name: for the Spanish Embassy? Second, has the 
government sought the best juncture to establish these relations in order to contribute 
to peace? Is it true that this is the best time or could you have waited a little 


longer? 


[Pernandez-Ordonez] You can always argue about the best timing. In this instance, as 
is stated in the documents, the thinking has been that Spain's full membership in the 
EEC, as a participant in the EEC Political Cooperation Committee -- as you know, in a 
short space of time a treaty will be signed on political cooperation and security in 
the EEC -- it seemed to us that this could be a significant (?and relevant) junccure. 
It was also thought that the establishment of these diplomatic relations could, 
precisely because Spain now has representation on the two sides in conflict, mean that 
Spain could contribute to the cause of peace. It is sincerely believed that Spain's 
presence could be favorable. Bear in mind as well the fact that the establishment of 
diplomatic relations basically makes sense. For some time now Spain and Israel have 
had economic, trade, cultural, industrial relations, and relations of all kinds. What 
we are doing here is taking a step toward Spain having representation for its legitimate 
interests in Israel. 


[Question] Has the government evaluated repercussions to the establishment of 
diplomatic relations... 


[Pernandez-Ordonez, interrupting] Excuse me, but I did not answer that last point. I 
cannot give you the name of the ambassador at this time. Naturally, he will be 


appointed in the next few days. 


[Question] Mr Foreign Minister, has the government assessed the repercussions which 
the establishment of diplomatic relations with Israel could have in the Arab world, and 
its possible consequences regarding what we are now witnessing concerning possible 
attacks on the Israeli Embassy or other Israeli interests? 


{Fernandez-Ordonez] Naturally, the government has evaluated everything and thedecision 
was made at a meeting of the Council of Ministers. As you know, there have been 


several occasions on which information was conveyed. 
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Going over the history of it, the first occasion -- as far as my personal history as 
minister of foreign affairs is concerned -- was at the UN General Assembly where I met 
with each and all Arab foreign ministers and informed them of the Spanish Government's 
intention of establishing diplomatic relations with Israel. I had a long meeting with 
each of then. 


The second occasion was during a visit I paid to Tunis where I reported extensively, 
during a long meeting, to Klibi the secretary general of the Arab League, as well. 
There vas a third occasion about a week ago shortly before my trip to Centi3] America 
when we summoned all the ambassadors of the Areb countries accredited in Madrid, as well 
as the secretary general of the Arab League and the PLO representative, and I conveyed 
to them a message on behalf of the Spanish Government explaining it co them. We 
believed that the Arab people would understand perfectly Spair’< --asons for this 
decision on the basis of its sovereignty, its inti rests, and the common desire for 
peace. We hope that our friends in the Arab countries will understand that with thi« 
policy, with this action, Spain is in no way changing -- as is shown in the communique 
which I have just read -- its position in defense of the jus: Arab causes in all foruns. 
We therefore hope that they will act in accordance witn this and act intelligently. 


[Question] ar Foreign Minister, first, could we say that your appointment as minister 
of foreign affairs has helped the establishment of relations with Israel? Could you 
also tell us what Spain has gained over the past few decades when it did not have 
relations with Israel -- can this be translated into dollars? Do you think that Spain 
could now lose out or face an Arab boycott? Finally, on several occasions it has been 
said and reported in the newspapers that the Spanish Government is going to raise the 
status of the PLO office in Spain to that of an embassy. Thank you. 


[Fernandez-Ordonez] Well, insofar as my personal case is concerned, as you can imagine, 
the minister of foreign affairs is a member of the government. He draws up proposals 
in the framework of his responsibilities, the decisions are made by the government and 
basically it is the prime minister who makes this sort of decision on the basis of the 
agreements reached by the goverment. Moreover, I showld like to remind you that the 
Socialist Party's election manifesto included this decision. That is to say, what we 
are implementing is a part of the election manifesto of the Socialist Party, which said 
that during this legislative period diplomatic relations would be established with 
Israel. That is to say, I should like to depersonalize (this matter). 


Regarding the second part of your question as to what has been gained and what has been 
lost, Spain is going to maintain the same stance, the same policy, which it has 
maintained toward the Arab countries; what Spain is doing with Israel is normalizing 
its relations — this is what it is doing basically. Third, this is the first govern- 
ment, the Socialist Government is the government which made this decision -- you will 
have to ask the other governments why they did not do it before. 


As far as the PLO is concerned, as you know, Spain maintains relations with the PLO; it 
has an office here. Spain has had longstanding contacts with the PLO, has maintained 
positions of support for the just causes of the PLO in those cases in which Spain was 
in agreement with it, and this subject has nothing to do with, that is, at no time has 
any decision on this subject been connected with the establishment of diplomatic 
relations with Israel. It is a subject which we have tackled, and will tackle, 


completely separately. 


[Question] [Words indistinct) 
[FPernandez-Ordonez] No, at the moment no decision has been made on this matter. 
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[Moderator] Are there any further questions? 


[Question] I would like to go back to the choice of The Hague for this meeting, which 
is a purely bilateral act. It gives the impression, it suggests several things. There 
are those who speak of possible Netherlands mediation leading up to this. It seems 
unnecessary, bet I would be grateful for your comments — do you think this suggests 
that with the protection of Burope this Spanish decision was made with a shrug of the 
shoulders toward the Arabs saying: Well, what else could we do? We are now in Burore, 
you know, Puropean pressures?” 


[Fernander- rdomez] Wo. Of course there have been no pressures of any kind. That is 

to say, what Spain wanted to do was siaply to redress an historic anomaly, if I can use 
this term. Obviously, there was no Netherlands mediation. As I said before, The Hague 
was chosen because it is the capital of the cauntry holding the EEC presidency in the 

current 6-month term, and this is the city #here we decided to do it. There is also 

question of a practical nature which I note and this is that the prise sinister of 

Ieree] begins his tour of Europe and Sunday, 19 January, precisely in The Hague -- this 
another reason of a practical nature. There is no hidden or aysterious roason for 

the choice of The Hague. There is no other reason than what I have civen which is the 
siaple truth. 


> 


[Question] Mr Foreign Minister, I would like to ask you why you have recognised Lereec) 
just a few days before the debate in the Congress of Deputies on 4 February’? Although 
the subject of the NATO referendum is a different question, the subject of ‘sterna- 
tional policy, peace and security is related. 


[Pernander-Ordonez] At least at the meetings IT have had with the prime sinister, and 
at the goverment meetings, we were not thinking about any link with that debate at all. 
It was thought that this action had to be taken. It has been planned for a long tine 
and is the result of a whole series of talks and contacts of all kinds; and this date 
was finally chosen 4 long time ago, not « few days ago, but quite some time ago. It is 
quite unconnected with the debate on peace and security, or, at least, we have not made 
any connection at all, nor do we believe that it should have any special influence on 
the subjects of peace and security which are to be debated. In any event, we have not 


taken the debate into account in doing this. 


[Question] TI would like to ask you if the appointment of the new ambassadors will be 
made iamediately or will there be any (’freezing) process’? 


[Fernundez-Ordonez] No, though it should take place shortly. Sear in wind that we 
still do not have the physial infrastructure for the Spanish Fabassy in Tel Aviv. 
Naturally, this physical infrastructure is not necessary for the appointment of an 
ambassador. In the normal course of events he will be appointed in the near future, 
but at the moment I cannot of course give you 4 name. 


In any event I should like to emphasize that, given the criticien one has read from 
the Spanish left, one showld refrain in this instance from viewing this establishment 
of diplomatic relations as 4 political position different from Spain's previous stance. 
Spain wants, yearns for, and supports the peace process. Spain will now support this 
process more energetically than ever. We believe that Spain can now support it sore 
effectively than ever. 


In connection with the comments which we have heard from same left-wing sectors, 
which nevertheless deserve respect, I recall that old saying by Jean Paul Sartre when 
he said that we should aspire to a world in which to be pro-Arab did not mean being 
anti-Iereel, and to be pro-Israel did not mean being anti-Arab. Perhaps this is an 
ideal, but it is one which Spain has set itself. Anyhow, the three religions of (‘the 
book) have coexisted in Spain for a long time and this closes or opens an historic 


cycle. 
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PLO Spokesman Fears Attacks 
LD171530 Medrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1300 G¥T 17 Jan 8% 


[Text] The spokesman for the PLO in Madrid has explained his organization's reaction to 
the announcement of the establishment of diplomatic relations between Spain and Israel: 


[Begin unidentified PLO spokesman recording] Our people are sad and [word indistinct] 
of course because they continue withast « land, « homeland, and continue to be perse- 
cuted by the State of Israel, and, of course, with this recognition Israel feels itself 
strengthenec further in the pursuance of its aggressive policy despite the United 
Mations resolutions. fend recording] 


The PLO has said that it fears attacks in Spain organized by Israel which will chen 
attribute thes to the Palestinians. The PLO spokesman in Madrid has said that his 
organization is ready to collaborate with the Spanish Government to prevent attacks: 


[Begin PLO spokesman recording] If there exists a certain tension between the Ara> 
world and Spain, Isrsel will want to take advantage of that tension to completely 
destroy the relations of friendship and cooperation, and of course, the econonic rela- 
tions as well. I a= certain that Iereel will act here in Spain and will later accuse 
the PLO and the Arab countries, saying that they have reacted viclently against this 
recognition. tIersel will certainly act in the name of certain Palestinian of people 
of other nationalities. Therefore, we are ready to collaborate to prevent these acts 
of terrorien by Israel. [end recording] 


OFFICIAL ON KIDNAPPING OF BEIRUT PMGASSY EMPLOYEES 
LD172224 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2100 GMT 17 Jan 8% 





[Text] [Announcer] Here is more on the kidnapping of three officials from the Spanish 
Eebassy in Beirut. We have now been in towch with the foreign news agency in Belrut 
which received a telephone call from the kidnappers who claimed responsibility. The 
kidnappers say they have captured Pedro Sanchez, (Asad ‘Abdu), and (Farid ‘Abdu). They 
are asking for these people to be exchanged for the release of two Shi'ites taprisoned 
in Spain -- (Muhammad Rajal) and (Mustafa Khalil). The kidnappers say they do not 
belong to any political organization and that they are simply relatives of the two men 
detained in Spain. 


According to the foreign news agency in Beirut, Pedro Sanchez does not appear on the 
list of accredited diplomats in the Lebanese capital, and it may be deduced that he ts 
a member of the embassy security, possibly one of the GhOS [Special Operations Group] 
who have recently been sent to some of the Spanish legations in Arab countries because 
of the establishment of diplomatic relations with Israel. In principle, it appears 
that the Beirut kidnapping has no connection with the establishment of diplomatic rela- 


tions with Iereel. 


The incident took place at 1800 Lebanese time, according to the firet reports recetved. 
The kidnappers intercepted a convoy escorted by Army toops as it was traveling along thr 
highway leading from the aiport. This route runs through the main Shi'ite suburbs of the 
Lebanese capital. Reports still unconfirmed officially say that the kidnappers 
initially captured seven people but freed four of them given the presence of the 
Lebanese Army. 


Ve have Director of the Office of Diplomatic Information Inocencio Arias om the Line. 
Good evening. You have heard the latest news. 
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[Arias] Frankly, [words indistinct] what you have said because [words indistinct]. 
(?We can confirm) some of the things you have said. Indeed, they have kidnapped two 
[as heard] officials from our embassy, the (head of chancery) and another official, 
and also Mr Sanchez whom you named, who is a security expert sent out from Spain to 
advise the embassy on security matters. They also took an officer of the Lebanese 
Army, a captain, as well as some soldiers although we do not know whether they were 
later freed (words indistinct]. And indeed, there has been a claim of responsibility 
from a Shi'ite group which we believe is headed by what seems to be the brother of one 
of the Shi'ites in prison in Spain -- according to first reports from our ambassador, 
although the communication was not very audible -- for an attack against a Libyan, a 
Libyan citizen, and unfortunately we cannot add much more. The ambassador is working 
to see how he cam achieve contact with this group and, of course, with a view to obtain- 
ing the release of the people who have been kidnapped. 


[Announcer] Inocencio Arias, can we confirm that in principle it was a kidnapping of 
seven persons? 


[Arias] Yes, but I cannot assure you as to whether they were three from our embassy -- 
Sanchez and the two Lebanese officials — the one who works in the chancery department 
and the other who is an administrative employee -- and I am not sure whether they 
kidnapped a captain and three soldiers of the Lebanese Army as well, or a captain and 
five soldiers. The number could only be perceived with the utmost difficulty as the 
ambassador was telling me and so I cannot assure you of it. I have been told, as you 
reported, that they were indeed traveling along the highway leading from the airport to 
the city and that at the request of the Lebanese authorities they were traveling in cars 
that did not carry diplomatic license plates. We can suppose, although the ambassad 
was not able to be more explicit, that this was so in order for them to pass unnoticed. 


[Announcer] Can any link between this incident and the opening of diplomatic relations 
today with Israel be discounted? 


[Arias] According to first reports, yes, this can be discounted. There would have 
been some indication in what we noted beforehand in the news, and hence it can be 
discounted because it appears to have nothing to do with it. 


‘Amal Dissidents’ Identified 


LD181741 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1300 GMT 18 Jan 8% 


[Excerpts] Two officials from the Spanish Embassy in Lebanon and a GEO [Specieol 
Operations Group] policeman are still being held hostage somewhere in south Beirut, an 
extensive maze of backstreets where the Shi'ite population of the Lebanese capital live. 
In the past few hours there have been few new developments in this kidnapping case. 

This morning, telephone communications with the Lebanese capital were almost impossibie, 
although the authorities at the Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs have managed to 

get in touch with their representative in Beirut, Ambassador Pedro Manuel de Aristegui. 
Since 1100 this morning Spanish Minister of Foreign Affairs Francisco Fernandez-Ordonez 
has been meeting with his aides to study the situation. Reporter Daniel Peral will now 
speak to Inocencio Arias, director of the Diplomatic Information Office of the Ministry 


of Foreisn Affairs: 


{[Peral] Good afternoon Inocencio Arias, director-general of the Diplomatic Information 
Office. 


[Arias] Good afternoon. 
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{[Peral] What steps has the Foreign Ministry taken this morning to secure the release 
of the two Spanish diplomats and the Spanish policeman kidnapped in Beirut? 


[Arias] We are in permanent contact with the embassy. During a meeting this morning 
between the foreign minister, the director general of foreign policy for Africa, the 
director general of consular affairs, and myself spoke to our ambassador. The 
ambassador said he had already been in touch with Mr Birri, leader of the Shi'ite Amal 
group, because, contrary to what was thought yesterday, the kidnappers are apparently 
@ dSreakaway faction from the Amal group, but, nevertheless, a faction as such. 
Naturally, the ambassador urged Mr Birri to approach this faction in order to secure 
the release of the three kidnap victims. 


{[Peral] That is to say, the Lebanese Shi'ite group has been identified and is a 
small group? 


[Arias] Yes, that's right. It is a dissident faction of the Amal group. This is what 
we have been told. Although Mr Birri does not appear to have control over the group, 
it does seem that he could have some influence in obtaining a positive result. 


{Peral] It is confirmed then Mr Arias that the Beirut kidnappers, in return for the 
release of the diplomats and the Spanish policeman, are asking for the release of 
the two Shi'ites being held at the Alcala-Meco Prison accused of carrying out an 
attack on a Libyan official? 


{Arias} That is correct. 
{Peral}) That is, there is no link with yesterday's news... 


{[Arias, interrupting] No, no, not as far as we know. The reason is the one you have 
just given. 


[Peral] With the information now at the disposal of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
can we now think about a speedy release of the diplomats and the Spanish official? 


[Arias] We cannot say anything; we cannot say anything. We are taking all possible 
steps both in Beirut and all those places where we think there could be some influence 
over this small group, but we cannot say anything a the moment. Our desire is the one 
you have just mentioned, but we cannot say anything. 


{[Peral] And is nothing more known about the readiness of this group, this Amal 
faction... 


[Arias, interrupting] No, at themoment,no. There has been no direct contact withthem, but 
there has been with all those forces or groups which we believe might have a greater 
or lesser influence over them. 


No Confirmation of Release 
LD201804 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] Inocencio Arias, the director general of the Diplomatic Information Office, has 
told this station that so far there has been no official confirmation on the release 

of the two officials from the Spanish Embassy in Lebanon. Although it was unofficially 
learned early this afternoon that the officials, (Asad ‘Abdu) and (Farid ‘Abdu) had 
been released following last Friday's kidnapping but Pedro Manuel Sanchez, from the 
Special Operations Group was still in the hands of the kidnappers. The spokesman tor 
the Diplomatic Information Office said that, as there is no official confirmation from 
the Spanish ambassador to Lebanon, there is no guarantee that the two officials have 
been released. In any case, Spanish Ambassador Pedro Manuel de Aristegui is continuing 
his work to successfully solve the kidnapping. 
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HOWE THANKS USSR FOR ADEN EVACUATION ASSISTANCE 





LD202103 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1936 GMT 20 Jan 86 
[By diplomatic correspondent Tom McMullan] 


[Text] Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe today thanked the Soviet Union for its 
co-operation inhelping foreign nationals escape the fighting in Aden. Sir Geoffrey, 
who has personally supervised the Foreign Office emergency unit during the evacuation 
from Aden, had a 40-minute meeting in London with a deputy Soviet foreign minister, 
Mr Nikita Ryzhov. 


Mr Ryzhov, the most senior Soviet official to visit London since the tit-for-tat 
explusions by Britain and the Soviet Union last autumn, is in London for talks at the 
Foreign Office. Sir Geoffrey asked him to call and in expressing thanks for Soviet 
co-operation, stressed the importance of the co-operation continuing while people are 
still in danger in Aden. 


Mr Ryzhov told the foreign secretary that Soviet Foreign Minister Mr Eduard 
Shevardnadze had accepted a British invitation to visit London and dates could be 
discussed after the Soviet party congress next month. 


They had also a brief discussion on proposals by Soviet leader Mr Mikhail Gorbachev 
that an attempt should be made to eliminate nuclear weapons within 15 years. 


The co-operation with the Soviet Union in Aden was seen as the most practical example 
of the two countries working together since they were wartime allies 40 years ago. 


USSR OFFICIAL EXPLAINS GORBACHEV'S PROPOSALS 





LD171707 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1610 GMT 17 Jan 86 
[By diplomatic correspondent Tom McMullan] 


[Text] President Reagan must halt the “star wars" programme if Soviet proposals for 
ridding the world of nuclear weapons are to proceed, a senior official at the Soviet 
Embassy in London said today. The Soviet leader Mr Mikhail Gorbachev this week 
suggested scrapping all nuclear weapons by the year 2000. A press conference was 
called at the Soviet Embassy to explain the background to Mr Gorbachev's proposals, 
which have been welcomed by Mr Reagan. In London, the Foreign Office said the 
suggestions contained some new elements and were being etudied. 


Mr Guennadi Chabannikov, press attache at the embassy, said the Soviet Union could 
not accept the testing, development and deployment of “star wars" technology. "It 
willruin any efforts in the field of nuclear disarmament. You cannot do the two 
things together,” he said. "We see no reason for the deployment of outer space 
strike weapons while everyone is engaged in the reduction and elimination of nuclear 
weapons. It is said that the outer space strike weapons will make nuclear weapons 
obsolete or useless. Why such a complicated way of doing things?” 


Mr Chabannikov indicated, however, that even without a U.S. commitment to abandon 
its “star wars” proposals the Soviets were still ready to negotiate on intermediate 
range nuclear weapons. te said Mr Gorbachev's proposals are likely to be discussed 
when a Soviet deputy foreign minister Mr Nikita Ryzhov visited London next week, 
even though the visit is meant to deal mainly with bilateral issues. 
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SIKORSKY'S WESTLAND DEAL SUFFERS "MAJOR DEFEAT‘ 





LD172018 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1900 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Excerpt] The board of Westland helicopters tonight suffered a major defeat as share- 
holders failed to approve its plans for a life-saving link with the American Sikorsky 
Company and Fiat of Italy. The scheme to let the American firm take a big share in 
Westland to rescue it from a financial crisis won only 65 percent of the shareholders’ 
votes — much less than had been expected. Approval of the rescue plan required a vote 
of at least 75 percent in favour. 


Supporters of the European consortium offering an opposing rescue deal gathered 34 
percent support. 


Westland Chairman Sir John Cuckney, who has backed the Sikorsky-Fiat package from the 
beginning, immediately appealed for the firms involved in the European consortium to 
withdraw their plan to avoid further damage to the company. 


Tonight's voting figures, disclosed after a meeting of shareholders inthe Royal Albert 
Hall in London, throws Westland into yet another stalemate crisis. 





Announcing the figures, Sir John said he “regretted” the result but was “delighted” 
that the company had a majority in support of its proposals to let Sikorsky-Fiat take 
29.9 percent stake in Westland. Appealing to the Europeans to drop their plan, he 
said: “I ask you, you run great companies, you have been responsible for the working 
lives of men and women and you know the immense damage this protracted hiatus in 

the commercial affairs of Westland is doing to the prospects of this company. The only 
honourable thing to do is to let your proposals lapse. Don't let Westland die by 
attrition.” 


He announced the results five hours after the 500 shareholders present at the 3-1/2- 
hour meeting had cast their votes. They had already voted by proxy. 





The first resolution, allowing the company to increase its borrowing requirements, 
had gained unopposed backing of shareholders by a card vote early in the meeting. But 
the second resolution, which would have paved the way for the reconstruction of 
Westland through acceptance of the Sikorsky-Fiat offer, got only 65.2 percent of the 
votes — a total of 32,845,586 votes in its favour. 


MURPHY TO MEET WITH KING HUSAYN, PERES IN LONDON 





JN181818 Paris Radio Monte Carlo in Arabic 1730 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Text] The question of convening an international Middle East peace conference will 
most probably be the major point of discussion in the talks Richard Murphy, U.S. 
assistant secretary of state for Near Eastern and South Asian affairs, will hold with 
two of those directly concerned with this issue. They are King Husayn and Shim'on 
Peres. The Jordanian monarch is currently on a private visit to the United Kingdom 
and Peres is expected to arrive in the British capital next week. 


Murphy left Washington for London yesterday and the U.S. State Department did not give 
any details about his moves. He is expected to visit other Europear countries. 
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U.S. DEPUTY WHITEHEAD ARRIVES FOR TALKS 





NC187842 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1700 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Text] U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead, who arrived in Athens this even- 
ing, will hold talks with Deputy Prime Minister lIoannis Kharalambopoulos, Foreign 


Minister Karolos Papoulias, and Interior Minister Agamemnon Koutsoyiorgas. International 


terrorism is among the topics they will discuss. According to press reports, Whitehead 

will explain the U.S. Government's views on the reasons for taking economic measures 

against Libya. To this end, the U.S. deputy secretary of state has been touring European 
'* ‘ss and has already visited Bonn, Rome, and Ankara. 


Meets With Papoulias 
NC192048 Athens Domestic Service inGreek 1930 GMT 19 Jan 86 


[Text] U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead met with Foreign Minister Karolos 
Papoulias at noon today and explained to him the U.S. Adminstration's position and views 
on terrorism and the crisis in U.S.-Libyan relations. The two officials also exchanged 
views on the situation created recently in our area. The meeting was held in a friendly 
and cordial atmosphere. Whitehead is slated to meet Deputy Prime Minister Loannis 
Kharalambopoulos and Interior and Public Order Minister Agamemnon Koutsoyiorgas tomorrow. 


Delivers Message to Papandreou 


NC201257 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1200 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead today met with Prime Minister 
Andreas Papandreou, Deputy Prime Minister Ioannis Kharalambopoulos, and Minister of the 
Interior and Public Order Agamemnon Koutsoyiorgas. According to government spokesman 
Miltiadhis Papaioannou, Whitehead's meeting with the prime minister took place at the 
request of the U.S. deputy secretary of state. The U.S. official this morning asked if 
he might hand a report to Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou from U.S. President Reagan. 


Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou met with the U.S. deputy secretary of state in Kastri 
{Athens suburb] at 1300. Whitehead had two earlier meetings, one with Deputy Prime 
Minister Loannis Kharalambopoulos at 1000 and another with Koutsoyiorgas at 1130. 


Following Whitehead's session with the deputy prime minister, a statement was issued 
which, among other things, says the following: U.S. Deputy Secretary of State John 
Whitehead today was received by Deputy Prime Minister Ioannis Kharalambopoulos. He 
briefed him on the recent U.S. sanctions against Libya and explained the U.S. views on 
combating terrorism. According to this statement, the two men also reviewed the situa- 
tion which has been created in our region. Kharalambopoulos reiterated the Greek 
Government's well-known positions on these issues. The meeting lasted about 1 hour, the 
statement concludes, and took place in a frank and cordial atmosphere. 
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SOVIET OFFICIAL PRESENTS GORBACHEV PROPOSALS 





NC172229 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 17 Jan 86 


[Excerpts] Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister Loginov [title as tzard] today handed to 
Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou a letter from Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev. In 
his letter to the prime minister in his capacity as a member of the Group of Six, the 
Soviet leader expounds the new Soviet proposals for the progressive reduction of all 
= weapons within 15 years, with the goal of fully eliminating them by the year 
000. 


Prime Minister Papandreou thanked Loginov and stressed that the Greek Government views 
Gorbachev's new proposals as positive. Papandreou expressed the hope that these will 
contribute to the great cause of peace and nuclear disarmament in which Greece is 
vitally interested. Papandreou stressed to Loginov that since similar messages have 
been sent to the other five leaders of the Group of Six, consultations will take place 
as soon as possible within the framework of the group. Thus the six leaders may study 
Gorbachev's proposals in depth and decide on their actions. 


The meeting was attended by Vladimir Pushkin, the Soviet charge d'affaires in Athens, 
and Khristos Makhairitsas, director of the Prime Minister's Diplomatic Office. 


Comments on Papandreou Reaction 
NC191005 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 0500 GMT 18 Jan 86 


[Text] The Group of Six leaders for peace and disarmament could playa very significant 
role in further promoting the program submitted by Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev in 
conjunction with his new proposal for the reduction and gradual elimination of nuclear 
arms. This possibility was emphasized by Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister Loginov [title 
as heard] in an interview with ERT I [Hellenic Radio Television]. The Soviet official 
had delivered a personal letter to Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou from the Soviet 
leader. 


Responding to a reporter's questions, Loginov said that his talks with Papandreou 

had shown that the prime minister and the Greek Government view positively the program 
submitted by Gorbachev. The Greek prime minister intends to study these proposals in 
depth within the framework of the Group of Six. If it is possible, he will submit 
new proposals aimed at achieving the consolidation of peace and nuclear disarmament. 


Loginov also expressed his pleasure at being able to pay a friendly visit to Greece. 
He said that he will have talks at the Foreign Ministry tomorrow to examine possible 
common points and stands on other international problems about which Greece and the 
Soviet Union traditionally exchange views. 


Meets With Papoulias 
NC201753 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1500 GMT 20 Jan 86 


[Text] Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister Loginov [title as heard] visited Foreign Minis- 
ter Karolos Papoulias at noon today. During their meeting they touched on relations 
between the two countries. They described these relations as very good with poten- 
tial for further improvement. Loginov briefed Papoulias on Soviet leader Mikhail 
Gorbachev's latest proposal which refers to the complete elimination of nuclear arms 
by the year 2000. As Papoulias reiterated, the Greek Government sees the proposal 

as a contribution to the cause for the consolidation of peace. 
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